Paul Booh 

2599 LeCoate Are. , 

Berkeley, Ca* 94709 


9/29/76 


De a r Paul, 


Tour note of the 25, with your 9/24 memo to Side Feeney, did not come until 
today* Although I am behind in preparations for court hearings tomorrow and the 
next day I feel I must make immediate response, in part beeause I may be able to 
Mything 110 ^* F ° WeT ® r * bas0d on a loa S experience, I do not expest to accomplish 

It is also without hope that you earn even open your mind that I again remind 
you of Santayana*- wisdom, that these who do not learn from the past are doomed 
to relive it* 

¥h® philosopher fell short* Those of us who do learn from the pant are doomed 
%o relive it by the persisting stupidities your proposal represents and repeats* 

It is currently an agony for me because there just is no way in which anyone oatt 
undo all the ham if not misohief you and this represent* 

Perhaps in the future there may be some point in a discussion* The past in 
which you have «\ever been willing to co front yourself is not encouraging on this • 

^ v® read your memo once and marked it up in the event there oomes a time when 
some discussion with others becomes neeessary. 

It is uaf actual, it is wrong-headed, it is without focus, context or attainable 
purpose findeed it states none for th® committee) and in every ease its judgement 
is as infantile as is its detachment from th® political realities of any committee 
and most of all one on this subject and of this composition* 

The best I can say for it, if I try to be kind, is that it is no more than 
unreal. 


It seeks to will into reality prejudices that never had any factual basis and 
nay represent what is sot uncommon, jepalousy* 

It is one of many considerations that persuaded me several month ago that the 
worst thing that could happen is the veting of this Investigation* With what has 
happened since then I'm even acre persuaded* It proves xfcxfc that those you con- 
sider critics ought have a© connection with this of any kind, the most obvious 
of many reasons being the certainty of disaster, much more than mere failure, 
your approach guarantees* 


Ag an example of your judgement on if not knowledge of who is a responsible 
irr«l O’Toole and L®ne and make no mention of Howard. You address the 
^ of what i» to*®** to others than you but with 

themind and heart by restriction to the one (and very 
fll i* ^ ? at ^T 1 * 80 B ° lla !• a shunk. What else is new? 

\ t i° Whom *° u f0d ldnes ^th an earlier stupidity to the 

Commission he headed. You and the lane-Gregory insanity set that all up. ) 

Another example of deplorable judgement is dismissing theming assassination 

MSA!* 8 * 1 ® 1 i f n ^ an ^ mention ‘ Yet **** S ot this resolution passed is the 
black caucus and the King assassination. Atop what you are oblivious of and 

r8qu Torri 1 ^ ,, f k raderrtM,dme r* ** 

u«ir»n™ ®° uld n0t be more wrong on ling aa3° what work Jim and I and others 

Al+ho h 1 1 y ° U h ! Te d0 f 9 * what dt P roTes * what it means, what it can accomplish. 
Although I expect you to be as inflexible as always and as unwilling 

this. S171 y "V re otherwi80 00 b ^ght I take time to meKfon 

oMfliofl * f^ iS T 1 aot ^^gane©, ix you had any basis for offarW m 

haftblaoJ rSal With tkat P art of the committee' job audit 

nas a black subcommittee and many other factual! 8 , J “ , , 

sf lon “ 

you mem .^decent lEdt^ti!! tiings as Oswald^ pubis hsirs than I agree. If 

evidence you *1 the most important of the medical and ballistics 

h A u * d a °t have made a bigger factual error (aJBOndaaay kinds) if 

yo had put your good intelligence to work at it. The problcs with you here is 

L 225 so-sallsd experiamt sith tbs aX^lX 
harHad apsratioa. At tbs tim, yo. did it area if it scald 

o^xfutxinrX^tf^* 1 pr,,oof ’ * ° tw< 



eioJ JS. < 5S,!2 4er 1 * at ^ * f 8tuff 50,2 *** oa 8aii 60 auoh M e ker «*■ 

Vi ii! 1 f J°ur arrogant and wrong-headed dismissal of the one area that 

+ f ,^ R ^‘ ** ^ ho *f bhu ® 3117 investigation of any homicide, the on© area 
”J* J n tk f s ® ® asea * both of thea » is solidly factual with official evidence, 
not the opinions of those like 0 ‘Toole and Sylvia, who is xkmm abroad for a year 

**”" of the reus8 of * ma °" 8 *> - 

. ^ & / ir J\ 3oh ° f f^y committee ia to establish its basis. This you begin 

, y i * K d ®°7^ ring i Br®?f uld not d0 * ™ s committee, if it is to continue, must 
have something wortffcwhile to show by January. What of this nature is there in 
your memo . More idle pseud©- scholar ship about the trivial, comparatively, and the 
irrelevant until relevance is establi sh^the Cairo nonsense. J 

e , Y °^ W0 ^ ld p i? a f® ms b y tte ?- lijl g me the justification for your statement that 
Sehweiker brought the new to light and showed that the Commission was held in 
l^orance. e ac is otherwise and to your knowledge. On the Commission' 
alleged ignorance, one of the many disproofs is what I obtained under POIA 
in which in appreciation for your help I joined you. You wanted out. I had earlier 
said you could ft.le for this and you didn’t. With this history with which you 

B JT‘ diS ? 1 ! S ^°™ 1 ss ion‘ s o^a secret acknowledgement of knowing. 

Sehweiker did a job for Ford and you are too much the political iuvsaile to 

th±S thiS iS expl i oit ia advance of the fact, 

^ i! ^ “ wajlfced to makQ it P«^lie ^ea &eagan chose him. What you 
do not know, did not do yourself or find uncongenial you will into non-existence, 
igger disinformation job than Sehweiker' g is hard to conceive. You praise it. 
iou refer to its hot leads.” Pj ease tell me what they are. 

80 state false premises. It is the need to "reconstruct” in taking test*- 

S a Jr r ! r J peeia i i^t erpretafcion you intend of "physical and medical 
evidence? I# that the need for the litthethat remains of this session or as a 
basis for continuation m the next? 

Bo you realise that committee* work by taking testimony? Where is your 
recommendatio for a) witnesses and f) what they should be asked about? 

iou get so carried away with your own pseudo-scholarly opinions that you 
aetualiy say On the question of the head shot, my opinion is that the medical 
evidence is authentic. For comprehensibility I eliminate much and ask you how it 
ean be.rsgardiessof what you mean by "the medical evidence." when the Commission' * 
own statement of its location was terribly, terribly wrong, from unquesti chain- 
a ble official evidence it refused to have? J 

w li f l r ? S f! aad ° th9r °P iHions of *i* 8 nature based neither on your own 
work nor on that of others nor on any inquiry. * 

*ou thm recommend a new "speotrographio study” without saying of what and 
ithout re gard to what exists, of which your ignorance appears to be total. 

now I wshx wish I could have hope in your conclusion, "The House Committee may 
be abie to solve the Kennedy Assassination...” ithout reference to King'., where 
po s sibiliti e, , s do exist. I'd like you to tell me, as your memo doesnot tell 

no aS! ol'tS of°%Sf 4t ^ S ° lTe the assassiaation ^ make 

T h±s is a xxtesm virtuoso display of limitless and basic ignorance. It is 

fr0m yOUr ffiemo * tkat Ql1 th ® ^±dmo® is buried in secret 
officia! files that the government will fall all over itself to disclose now. 

There is more of this for which I do not take time. But I will ask you how 

ih 4 «SM'° rid r*V 0Ui J ^ the practicality of what you recommend# how you 

0811 fv B9 , by a Dooming who went for the Morrow fabrications that collapse 
fea t?®f 8 Rights or b y a &onzalez who didn't know enough to do s&a©-- 
tfting with onnally'g clothing and Kh© wrote an introduction for the sickening 
nonsense of tfeberman? 6 

™ S ^I h f le tMng is terribly, terribly sick. I hate to write you this way but 
you go off half-as ed and do ail these harmful things and leaTe no choice# Even 
that you do with incredible immaturity yet with total fidelity to all the mistakes 
of the past, beginning with your own. »»*t the hell good is a FhB if it does not 
teaeh you how to think and leave no capacity for learning or change? Regretfully, Harold 



